port for the idea that the EC and SUB might, either either the entorhinal cortex (EC) or the subiculum (SUB) in concert with the hippocampus or as separate func- Steward, & Goldschmidt, 1984; Rasmussen, Barnes, & McNaughton, 1989) and of the Morris waCompared to the considerable mass of research ter maze task (Schenk & Morris, 1985) . However, attempting to describe how the hippocampus is inmost of these studies involved conventional lesion volved in learning and memory, there still remain techniques resulting in large lesions including SUB, questions about the possible roles of related hipposubicular complex (pre-, para-, and postsubiculum) campal formation structures, especially entorhinal or ventral hippocampus in addition to the EC. The cortex (EC) and subiculum (SUB). The EC receives absence of lesion selectivity has rendered difficult highly processed information from large areas of prian equivocal interpretation for the role of the EC in mary and association cortex and provides a major learning and memory. Studies with ibotenate lesions input to the hippocampus, whereas the SUB is a of the SUB resulted in rather conflicting data. More major source of hippocampal output to subcortical precisely, SUB lesioned rats were observed to be normal in radial maze tasks (Jarrard, 1986) , while being significantly impaired in Morris water maze learn-
